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This Zocument contains the text of a United States
District Court decision on a Michigan school district's proposed plan
designed to help the teachers at a local elementary school (1) ¢o

. identify those children who sveak Black English and to de*ermine the

language spoken as a home or ccamunity langnage, and (2) to employ
that knowledge in teachina such children how to read standard

- Pnglish. The plan vas ruled acceptable by the Coturt on the basis that
.4t complies with a Paderal law which holds that no State shall deny

equal educational opportunity to an individual because of the fallure
c¢f an educational agency *o *ake appropriate action to overcome
language barriers that impede egual participaticn by its students in
its educational programs. Tre fext of the Aan Arbor School District
Board plan is alsdo included in ¢this document. The plan detalls the
sethod by which teachers will be provided, primarily through
inservice training, with the skills necessary tc identify speakers of.
Black English and to teach them +o read standard Bnglish. (GC)
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MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Vv 1

. This court.has directed the defendant School District
Board to éubmiﬁ‘a proposed plan defiqing the exact steps to be
takén,-(l) to.hélp-the~teachers of the plaintiff childrgn gt.
Xing Sthool to identify children speaking. “"black English® and
the lskguage spokeg as a home or community language, "and (2) to

'use~that knowledge in teaching such children how to read standard

English.. .
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This ruling was a_roahlt of - findings that the School
District Board was in violation of Title 20, United States Code,
- § 1703(£), which reads as follows: |

! A}

*
L4

No State shall deny equal educational opportunity .
to an individual on account of hig or her race, .
color, sex, or national origin, by =

% % h ® % ‘

(£) the failure by an educational agency -
to take appropriate action to overcome . .
language barriers that impede equal partic-

ipation by its students in its instructional .
programs. . : .

»

The &ourt found:

»

| 1. That a language barrier existed between the plaintiff
children and.the teacbets'iﬁ the Martin Luther King Junior Elementary
School because of the failure of the teachers to take into account
the home language or dialgét of the children in trying éo teach
them to read standard English. This was caused by the failure on
the part of the.defendant School Board to develop a program to

assist the teachers in this respect.
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2. That the dialect spoken by tho childron is a\

0

version of Bnqlish called "black Bnglilh' and is related to

race. - Co T ‘
¢ d . : : 3

3. That the barrier was one of ého causes of the

childrén's reading problems which they all oxpnrionced ahd ;

whxch impeded the chaldren's equal participation in the ;chool'

educational prcgram. v .

D 4. That the statute enacted in 1974 by Congress

directs the school system to take appropriate action to overcome -

t

the language barrier.

As a result of these findings. the School Board was

dxrected to file a plan of "appropriate action.
t

-

‘?

The court, in its earlier opinion,-was careful to point
out that it was dealing only with the statutory mandate as.'
evidenced by the law passed by Congiess and Qas ﬁot dealing with
educational policy. It said: "It ;s not the intention of this
court tqQ tell educators how to educate, but only to see that

this defendan. carries out an obligation imposed by law .to help

ER&C
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..Ehefﬁeachoyi use existing knoﬁiodqe‘ga this.ﬁay'boar 6q‘appro-
priag; action to overcome ldnguige barrié:s.' '{P. 1)y, It
indica;ed that: "It is the 1ntoht;;n of thil.cohvt that the

. .. wmethod of usinq?ihc students' home langghgo 13 teaching reading \

ot séandatg English meet the test of reasonableness and rationality.
in light of knowledge on the subject.® '(P. SL)v And it said:
"It does not..hbwever, seem to the court that the;jhdic;al forum
is the appropriate place to make determinations of this sort
[decision as to howhto teach reading]. What ia 'apprcpriate‘

is not what this court believes should be done in light of
evidence p:esented in this case. The courts are not the place

.“to test the validity of educational programs and pedagogical

methods. It is not for the courts to harmorize conflicting

objectives by making judgments involving issues of. pedagogy.”
(P. 38)..

These statements were an.attempt to point out that

the court was dealing with legal obligations imposed by Congress
upon the S¢hool District Board. It was.not attempting'to dictate
educational policy. Congress enacted thé statute which was
applied in this case. The court found that the Board did not

compiy with the statute. Had there been no statute of course,

ER&C
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rhere would-aave been nothing in rbe'law on]whiehito base the
eecieien. It is the statute that gives direction as to what °

) . is required. The court reiterates theas standards and the e
e distinction between meetinq the requiremenrs 6: the law on the
one hand and determining educational policy on the other‘in |

passing judgment on the School District Boerd‘s plan.,.

The statute requires.that'the Board'take "appropriate
. action” to overcome language barriers which impede equal -
participation in instruetioual programs. . Thgﬁ.coert has
. found that a language barrier exis:gwuhich impedes the teachers'
attempts to teach reading of standard English to students who
N, speak "black English" in their homes. Therefore, becaus(\
| - the statute specifically directs its attention at the School .
-/ District Board, the court has directed that the School District
Board provzde a plan that the Board considers “appropriate.
action.) Since the language barrier was found to be a barrier

on the part of the teachers, the court suggested “that the plan

should be directed at assisting the teacher.

However, attention should not be diverted from the,
goal of an educational policy by the formal requirement of

the statute. That goal is to teach the child to read. ‘bbe

ER&C
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T ptégram s ultimate boneticiarieo lhould be the childrcn and.

although the structure of tho program must be directed at the
teachers, the children nust always bo conlido:od as the final

o recipients of the progranm and its luccoas nust bo measured by
‘ their success in reading.

N v
"

. .
The plan be:ore ‘the court is the effort on the part

-0f the defendant School District Board to provide a program to
: comply with the law.

R J

It is tRe court"“s obligation to determine

if that plan complies with the law. It is not necessary' nor

would it be appropriate for the court'to make judgments as to-

"@zther the plan is or is not: the best plan to accomplish the

purpose.’ To 4o -80 wQuld put %he court into a position of making
judgments on what is sound educational policy -and would make
the.court the arbiter of educational policy. This is not what
| S 1703(f) suggests. Saction 1703(f) requireé that the Board
téke appropriate action to overcome the ianguage barriers.
What action is appropriate should be judged simply 1n.light of

existing knowledge on the subject. If there is substantial
existing7knowledge on the subject that supports the position
taken by the School District Board, then this couré's obligation

1s to find that the plan complies with the law.

ER&C
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. The plan aubmitted by tbo dotondant in this caso haa &
¢ as‘'its goals tho tollowinqz o B

. ¢ ' | ' . _;
T o A. help the prof;ssional staff of ‘King Elementary
School to appreciate and understand the features, charactetistics.

and back;round of black English dialoctz._ -

B. triin the proteasional staff of King Elementary
School to identiﬁy child:en iu their classea who may speak black.

English-as their only dialect, as a dominant dialect, or as a

-'second dxalect:
R C. assist the staff at King Elementary School to
- respond appropriatel, to thé needs of ¢hildren who speak black

English when providing 1nstruction in reading standard English;

D. establish a consultation liaison with an external
agent that insures ongoing exchange of the latest professional

information on black English and its role in learning to read

standard English; ' : .

E. help the professional staff of King Elementary
School to better communicate to parents the continuing need

for parental input and support.

ER&C

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



. in general language and di@loct concepts including "the

To carry out those goals, the Board sliggests a twol\
‘ paét'plan.. Aa-insetvice program for taachc:svot inatruction
cont:asting features o: black English and standard English, -’
the identification of bIack English speakers. tho accommodation :
of code-switching needs in black English speake:s. and the

..v .

s
use of knowledge of dialect. ditterences ‘to help individual . |
student} read standard Bpg}ish. The plan will include both '

a fgrmal motivational and instructional inservidp compqueht
and’'a classroom reihtcrcement and impleméhtation‘inseryice"
component.  These typ components wili insure that staff

., receive both the formal inservice instructibu and the'support-

and help in applying newly gained knowledge in the classrooms."

1/

LS

‘See Footnote 1/ material at conclusion of this Memorandum
Opinion and Order.

N ' -
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§§‘i}f; ~ . The plan provides for a°si§ni£icant number of persons-.’

' to manage and supervise the: project and a method of evaluation,

together with a budget to pay £for its cost. . .
’ —eieo, i

.
’ L 4

The plaintiffs have criticized the plan submitted by

the School ‘District Board in the following respects.
: . ; , .

£

o They suggest that “an additional*gpal should be added
to the plan in the tollowing language: “help the’ prof:esional
e staff of King Elementary School to implement the Humaneness
Plan with specific concern for its application to black children
whose home language differs from the English taught in public
school." They also suggest that the parents of the plaintiff
,.‘children should be consulted on a regular systematic ‘basis in
| connectian Wlth the goals of the plan.' They further suggest
that where the plan calls for help to the teachers by the
Language Arts Consultant | as requested by the teachers,® the
‘plan should provide this assistance on a ;egularly scheduled
- basis" and that’ the Language Arts Consultant sho’ld bear the
responsxbility for "the securing of additional materials".
instead of leaving this choice to the teachers with the help
of the Language Arts Consultant. Plaintiffs also suggest tiat-
tne teachers should be proscribed from providing any special

assirtance under the plan separately from the rest of the

class. The plaintiffs also suggest - .

ER&C

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

" . -

R

-

P _J

X r;';'ig

0_‘.. \\
. {Fﬁv \;



i?‘, . ) “gl ST i;’” e R
...": W ’ > JE “_ : o _‘_ - R L e Lo
. -+ ‘that the Supervision and Management team should inclu e two .
| représentativec chosen Sy peraons tepreaentinq'the plaintiff .
X children apd that “The~mothera of the named plalntitt ¢hildren - .
e shall be notified about ‘the time and place osxi:am meetinqs o .
| and permitted to attend. The plaintiffs also Buggest that e
coﬁnsel representing the plaintiff children abéuld have veto .
“power over the selection of the externaﬂ expert co&sultant in } ‘.\ '-{
¢ lxnguistics and reading. : : T . et :\.t;
. ! ' =
These matters miéht be quite éppropriate for iheIEsien ;i; ‘»iﬁw
in a plan of the kind envisicned by the court's earlier opinign SRR

and might be sconsidered: appropriate had they been proposed by e
the defendant School District Board. Boweverr it is not the~ . x

f

'obligation of this court to determine educational policy. 'Tpese . ;
matters involve a judgment regarding educational.policy. For’ '
th¢ court to step in and make a determination on any of these ) } et
matters.  would inject the court into the matters of. edu atiohal
poliey not envisioned by the congressional enactment. There -
is substantial eyidence in the record to aupport the decision ‘
of tHe School Board on the proposals aade by‘the‘Beard.k Although

there is also substantial'evidence to support auggestiops made

|

- 10 - | ' .
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Sy s . . , ERARE . f“é@
e by the plaintiffs, the educational policy is to be- determined e
t by the School District Board. The law js to be interpreted S
_4';f. by tnis court.‘ 1f- the propoaals are rational ,in light of Jq ‘*%
. . existing knowledge as established in this case. they should :

| be approved. - . . S
~— _‘ ‘ -’ ’ . . . . . .

. Finally, the plaintifts suggest two additions not
e involving educatidnal policg to the proposal made by the Board.
.. _ They suggest that additional language should be inserted in the
: part of the plan dealing with the time schedule. The language
suggested is as follows: .“This plan shall satisfy the reguire-~ «?"
nents of the court within the time period specified unless: .
plaintiffs can demonstrate to the ¢ourt that there: has.not been |
o sabstantial compliance in gqod faith. If such a showing is. made, ' - -
~ ~  this court may provide such other relief as is necessary to
o aggure the implementétion of its order of July 12, 1979." They
also suggest that their cognsel should also receive the evaluation

" reports,whenothey are distributed, d . . -

The court believes that the suggested additional - B
language is not necessary in the plan. It is clear that if the

defendant School District Board makes an effort to subvert the

ER&C

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



1

:g_-.'._b .

o

S

AL, X TR

4
.

e
5
-
]
\
o

B TR Y
.&i i
L o4 )

L4 .

- -

.. thrust of ‘the Gourt's earliér ¥oling, it cah againm be brought
- befoée.tﬁis court £br furthet act}onx'tgn»ghe other hand, it

, .dces seem appropriate to thé couFt that -plaintiffs' cownsel
_ k '

e ‘should bé pe:mitgod‘to’hee'thé evaluation reports that are
A < . . .

disttibutbd,..rbis clearly : notia mattor‘éhat deals with
educational policy §ut deals specifically w;tﬁ;providing
information to help the court determine whe%por'thi program

. : . \ .,
is being. carried out properly within the framework of the 1“.3!
. . .‘.. ‘ Ld . ) ’ . - ‘ - -

3

The'qourt\itself has some duestion about the adequacy

- AT *

N . ¢ . o N . '
..Of the plan proposed. The question does not’ involve itself
with edﬁphtiona;’phiiosophy or policy’?ut with the adequacy’
. {of‘the methods proposed to &valuate the plan. The plan suggests

a method.of evaluation as follows:

2

\ . Evaluation activities will concentrate on providing
. S . evidence 1) that the inservice program is being
- - implemented in accordance with the plan, 2) that a

good-faith effort is being made to comply with the
Order, and 3) that the program is judged worthy of
expansion to the other elementary schools of the
district. All evaluation reports will be disttibuted
to the Board of Education, His Honor, the Superin-
tendent dnd his Cabinet, the project management team,
and the King Elementary School staff. Evaluation

. reports will be available to the press and the com-

munity. The following.activities are planned:

- 12 -
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_ .' - . ‘:‘
A. A written anecdotal summary of each inservice B
workshop will be prepared and distributed by the
. management team no later than.five days following
5 _ each inservice session. The summary will include: B
ST . a list of participants present, -an outline of

major activities, and a summary of participant
. reactions. . L N

B. A more generalnprogress report will‘bé’?ésued by 1
the mnanagement team every 60 days. - \

. C. An evaluation questionnaire will be distributed
to all participants at the close of each inservice
workshop. These data will-be summarized in the
anecdotal summary of each workshop session.

-

- D. A'comprehensive survey of siaff'reactions will be
N | administered at the close of the year.

E. An external expert consultant in linguistics and

‘reading will.visit a random sample of 50 percent

of the teachers during reading class on at least -

’ - . .two different occasions. In addition, the con-
‘sultant will briefly interview each teacher
fgllowing the observation. The purpose of the

- observation and interview is to determine the °

extent to which teachers are attempting to
implement material presented ip the inservice
workshops. The consultant's reports will be .

. general in nature and will not mention or allude

e to individual staff members. . -

\ <~
¢

This evalgation proposal is largely'dfrected at an
evaluation of the inservice training program. -This is. good but
aoes,not seem to the court to be sufficiently comprehensive to

. determine whether in the long run the aétion‘pf the qurd Es

"appropriate" as that term is used in the statute.

- 13 -
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As pointed‘out bo{oro. the gltim@te beneficiaries .

of the plan should be the children and a part of the effort

of evaluation should be aimed at determining whether or not,

and if so the extent‘to which, the children have been assisttdg '

in learning to read. 1In other words, an additional component

. . should be addgqnto the ;valuation part of the plan. The Bo;r§
must determine not only if the barriers are being évercome »
but al® must determine if the impediments to equal participation .

in th instructional programs are being overcome (as evidenced
~ by the students' progress in attainingf:ea@iné akills).f The
’court suggests specifically.that the evaluation part og the

plan be broadened to report changes in the reading skills .of

the children and if possible the gffect the plan has had on

these skills.

<

The court finds that, the persons who drafted the‘plan
are highly qualified educators and qualified to suggest a plan
involving the education of the children in this case. It finds
that the plan does take into consideration existing knowledge
on the subject, and it is suggested in good faith to comply with
the court's order of July 12, 1979. It seems to the court that

tne School District Board has suggested steps that are supported

- 14 -
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by the evidence in this caseé and exiqting knowledge on the
.subjéﬁﬁ to help thé teachoré recognize the home ,language of
the students and to use that knowledge in their attempts to
teach reading skills in standard English, and to thus over-

come the language barrier that was shown to exist in this case.’

The court finds that, éxcep;'aa otherwiéé indicated
- herein, the plan meets the te;: ofﬂreasonableness and rationaiity
'in light of knowledge on the subject and that it embraces within
its terms‘the pefsons directly involved in the education of the

Plaintiff children.

Finally, it should be indicated that the court is not
- approving or adopting the plan proposed but is indicating .ang’

declaring that in its judgment under the facts of this case, the

plan Ss modified complies with the law as stated by Congress. .

Having thus indicated its dgcision on the plan, it
is appropriate again to underscore a major premise involved in
the adoption of the statute and its application by this court
to the facts of this case. This has been alluded to earlier

7 tne2 court's opinion when attention was directed to the

children in this case:

- 15 =
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A major goal of American education in general, and

of King School in particular, is to train young

: people to communicate both orally (speaking and

. understanding oral speech) and in writing (reading

) : . and understanding the written word and writing so -

. - that others can understand it) in the standard

. R vernacular of society. The art of communication

among the people of the country in all aspects of
people's lives is a basic building block in the
development of each individual. Children need to
learn tQ speak and understand and to read and write
the' language used by society to carry on.its business,
to develop its science, arts and culture, and to
casry on its professions and governmental functions.
Therefore, a major goal ‘of a school system is to.
teach seading, writing, speaking and understanding

3 standard English. (Court Order of July 12, 1979,
P. 2 and 3). .

It is Ehe hope of this coupt that the wisdom §f Congress'
”in enacting this statute and this court's application of that .
statute Eo the factsﬁof this'case will be a step to keep another
generation from'becoming functionally illiterate. The court
. has recogniéed and the evidence suggests that there are ih\thié
casé many other factors which adversely affect the process of
learning to read. Absences from class, classroom misbehavior,
learning disabilities,-andtemotional impairment contributed to

this problem. It is also probable that lack of reading role

models has a significant impact on the problem. The evidence

4

- 16 -

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.



A .
. . . .
. .
. L
s (
¢
I : -

7

does suggest, hpwever. that a coordinated program involvinq'the

L -
E Lo

appropriate ugse of programs avaiaﬂble under other existing |

statutes, the skill and empathy of the Ring teachers, and the
plan adopted by the School District Board in this case mnakes
it likely that the problems can be dininished and that the goal

of teaching reading 'in standard English can Be ach}eved.

. So ordered. S

Dated: August 24, 1979
Detroit, Michigan

| \
United States/ District Judge

- 17 -
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e i FOOTNOTE
) _ o. : , .
e e ' B - e et s e - —-——._-.—_
. i/ ' _
Footnoted material referred to on page 8 of the o
Memorandum Opinion and Order. _ . | aTS\-

- The details of the plan are as follows:

A

A. .Forma;.instructional Component o | L '\”j\>
- 1. Objectmves' Upon compIetion of this formal ins»ructuonal
| component. 1nserv1ce participants shou1d.
2. recognize generally the basic features off a. language
system as they apply to dialect differences. ‘
“b.  be able to describe in general the concept of a dialect
and dialect differences within ¢ :;e Eng]ish language '
c. be sensitive to the value judgments about dialect
differences which people qrten make and'communicate to
others. : P -' *
d. be able to describe the basic linguistic features of
- black £nglish as it contrasts with standard Znglish..
2. show apprsciation for the his;ory and backgrpbnd oF

A

black English.’ ‘

- ’.

ole

recogniza readily children and 24u1is speaking th

black Snclish dialect.

| (i) 1q
ERIC
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9. / be sLis tO 1dentity without prompting the spcc!fic.
linguistic features by which they recognized a

. speaker of-blick Enqli;b q1alo;t; . .
he be able to discuss knowledgaably the imporsant 1in-

guistic issues 1n code sw1tching between bl:ckgg_gllsh__m

aﬁd Qtandard written 'ng]ish. )

i. be able to identify possible 1ﬂstruct16nal strategies

that can be used to aid chiigren-fn code switching
between black Eqﬁlish‘and standard Eaglish.
J. - use miscue analysis';tritegies to distﬁnguish between
- & dialect shift and a decoding~mistake when analyzing
an oral reading sample. - o |
k. " ‘be able to describe a variety of laaﬂuage experience '
activities that can be used o complement tne 11ngu1stic
basal reader program. S
Opérauiongk'oetai1§ Instruct1onal Componeut
a. A total of at least 20 hours of formal instruction’ .
will be provided at.a time and place to be arranged in
consultation with the prwnc1pa1 and staff’of King Ele-
mentary School and the Ann Arbor Education Assoc1a»10n.
b. That 1nstruction‘w111 commence on or abod% October 13,
1979, and be completed by no later tt}ab March 13, igao,
per 2 calendar of inservice ses§ions agresg ¢ in con-
sultation with the principal and staff of Kiﬁg Slemen-
~ tary School and. the Ann Arbor Zcucziien Associztion,
¢. The instructional team for this inst;uezﬁonal,compone—'

will incliucds:

()

(1)

N



=2lvar, “ary 2hodes. “Cua‘a teristics of 3lack Sehcel s &% Gr

: . : Co . s . . "-'*.x;
] . . . . . . e

.
.
w

S0 o Thomas-?ieiras. Director of Language Arts, Ann L

o Arbor Public: Schools - Instructional Leader (Ses
| Resume 1n Appendix 8. ) k RS

)} Hien -
LBy

¢ . < King E?ementany School Language Arts Consultant
' (to be named 1ater) " .
. -« An external consultant in linguistics and reading
(to be named Iater) ’

--.Other Ann Arbor Pub)ic Schoo?s elementary 1anguage
arts consultants as neaded : ¢ | b*ff
.- Specific King Elementary School professional staff
with expertise to snare . ,
d., Specific instructional matérials'for tbé worksnops wi11.‘
¢ be drawn from the following pool of . -materials, Other

materaals may be subssituted as. they are 1den»i.1ed.

RESOURC75

S3ranams, R, and R. Troike. Lanauage and Cu]‘ura1 D1vers.;y in American
: ey

cucation. Englewood Clifss: rentica a

Robbins. Ena‘hsh In Black and White. Holt, Rinehart, and Winston,

Cagney, Margaret A. “Children's Ab11ity to Understand St andard.cnc11sn and
.. 3z

ck Dwalec‘ " The Reading Teacher, Vol. 30, No. 6, March, '1977.

, Ronaid L. "Dianectology--A Case Tor Language cxperisnca." Rezdine
i23cner, October, 1571, PP. :3-40‘

:;;c*;n,\ZEnncun S. and ua;ner;ne SUCK. "Dialect 3arriers o w0 Reading Com-
are nanswbn\ggv1sited " The ne=d1no 1eacher, October, 1973, pp. 6-12.

- 04-—.

~.
fagsa M, dnd\Rua‘ne Sims. “Whose Dialect <or 3eginning Rezcers?”
Zigmentary -ncTi“h‘ Vo1. 51, Septamber, 1974, pp. 837-841.
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.JoHnson, Kenneth R. and Herbert D. Simons. "Black-Children's Reading of -
.+~ Dialect and Standard Texts. A Final Report.® April, 1973, E.D. - |

076378, . -

fr-Li?fiy, JSmns:;nd Roger Shuy. —g%ﬁ!gsge Diffgreﬁces:’~06 They Interfere?
- International Reading.Association, 1373." .

Pietras, Thomas P. "Teaching As a Linguistic ﬁ%oéess in a Cultural Setting."
To be published by-The Clearinghouse, 1979. .

Pietras, Thomas Plk "Teacher Expectancy Via Lanﬁuage Attitudes: Pygmalion

from & Socioljinguistic Point of View." The Journ:]l of the Linguistic
- Association of the Southwest, ¥ol. II, Nos. 3 and ¥; December, 13/7.

§

___ Pietras, Thomas P.- "Teasher's-Verbal and Nonverbal Behavior as Indices of

‘Teacher Expectancy." Resoureces in-Education;November; 1$73; Educas
. tional Research Information Clearinghouse, No. ED 156627, - -

.

T postman, Neil and Charles Weingartner, *fnauist1cs: A Revolution in
9 [ ]

™

Teaching. Delta Book (paperback), .

- . ~ . | :

Shuy, Roger. Discovering American Dialects. . Urpana, I11inois: National
Councf? of Teachers of English, 1967, y .

Audio;%nd/or.video¢t36ed samples of spoken black English. ,

.' . . L .
e. All King Elementary School professional staff will
| receive a stipend for their participation beyond the

“contractual dey as agreed upon with the Ann Arbor

Education Association. - .,

—‘.

Participants will include é]l professional staff. who

are regularly assigned to King E]ementgry School.

, Sta7f who have completed a formal course in, black

| English‘%rom a recognized college or university and
whose transcripﬁ“§6‘*pdiqates may be excused From
this component of the inservice program. Si&ff in
art, music, and physical education will not be expected
to attend those workshop sessions that deal specifi-

. cally with reading instruction.

(iv)
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a.

By ve  LIBAIsL v a..ail‘lu..w-» W ARBA : D
???M . ] Objectives. Upon completion of this componentf inservice
ég;  participants should: ' , " " |
a a. be able, using a vari‘ty 6f informal techniﬁues. o
. o ‘identify students in their class who qugk black
;. English; ., ~ " |
\\\‘; b. be able to recognize specific prob1ems encountered
R . by 1ndividut%-b&tck*ing}$sh-spetkers,attemptiug~to—~—- -
— . i read standard English; _
c. -be able, in the classrooﬁ setting, to dist&ﬁguish |
) between a dialect shift and a decoding misgake as 4
black cnglish speak1ng student i{s ora]ly read1ng
- - from standard :nglish mater1a1.
®£ ;E;:é. ‘have 1neorporated into their reading program appro- ‘
o . priatg‘1anguage-experience actithias, a o
- e.

.use a variety of possible instrucszoﬁal strategies

.'tb helﬁ.black'gnglish speaking studeﬁts leérq to

- read standard Eaglish..

- encountared in 2ppiying what 4hsy have °

| 2., Operational Details: Implementation Compoﬁent

A series of 3 or 4 one hour Tollow-up seminars will
be scheduled jor appropriate Wednesday afierncons as
salectéd oy the principal and stafs Béginning in Feb-
ruary and extending until the end of the school year,
These seminars will have the purpesz of encsuraging
classroom teachers to help ezch other wish problans

< PR
e - g

w
"
w
0

worksnops. It will 2lso allow Sor <he intrscuction of

(v) 23
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b.

]

O

 outside expertise to help address these problems dﬁue | . i

the steff sees the need. . g .
For the 1979-80 school yeer; : 1eq§uage.erts con- . . &
- sultent wfll be essigned full time to King Elementary - |
School. The 1ndiv1dual $O essigned will havé a sirong
‘background in reading, extensive knowledge of black
English, and experience in. teeching b1eck English
"speaking students. During this period (i979-80) the

C o ——— et e e

Language Arts Consu)tant will have en expended role.

_ The Language Arts Consultant: -

‘== will carry an instructionel caseload of five to

ten h1gh-need stydents (including but not exclus1ve1y
bleck English speaking students);

, == w111 provide diagnostic help with 1nd1vidue1 students J

as requested hy the teachers. -
,==.may work 1n the classroums with the teachers during
. areeding iﬂSerCb1°n (at the teacher's request);

0

.- may demonstrate in the classroom instructional
‘ strategies introduced in the seminer (at the teacher s
-request);
,e-_wmll-secure additional materials as reduested by the
classroom teachers; S
-- w?]J‘either personally help or secure dther essis-.
tance for 2 teacher who requests further inservice
instruction in an area introduced in the workshops;
This component will be recuired ¢f ail provassional

$TaTT who have either a dirsct or reiatad rassonsidilicy

(vi) <4



i ' b, WY el ww b IV, ' 2
g;‘ e .4 The'instructional taam for the impIementation com- - |
2%;' L - ponent will include: | - - ,' - ';' .°"é§
= R Mrs. Rachel :chre1ber. Principal. King alementary -
fn: o ‘ - School (Instructional Leader) . ~;49- .
S ‘ . ‘The King Elementary School Language Arts Consultait .:
‘ \"- L Other Arn Arbor Public Schools Language Arts Con-
*~f«~—~““f““f”*""fff“w“. sultants as invited : - RIS o . - .
’ v -- An external expert consultant in reading (to be
‘ - identified later) ‘ o
. . == Or, Thomas Pietras, Direqtorvof Languége Arts, Ann S
' ;  Arbor Public Schools . - | .

- == Specific King 8chool téachers*whq wish to ;haré'

o | . - expertise with colléagues - . )
L e.  King Elementary School staff will not receive a pro- .
. ~ tessional inservice stipend for this conponeng, s1nce
o . it s expected that the work can be carrued out wishﬁn

the contrac.ual day

«®

-

¢.  The Reading Program at King Eiementary School
| Since His-Honor has requestsd that the plan speak to *the
exact steps to be »aken c v o (2) %o use that knowledge in
tsaching such students how 0 reag standard Inglish," it is
a;,ropraaz that we describe briéfly the rezding program a: King
Zismentary School, first, decause it is changing this year as zhe
disTrict implemants a more cont amporary reading srogram, and
sacend, because the insarvice program wil) nighiight zarszin

veatures of that program.

' vii) ¢«
( :.)5
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g‘. = arein the process of imﬂﬁement?ny the linguistie basal .f
Moo - teading program productd by the amhton-.nmnn Company. ° .
’ 33 '3(/ ‘ . Following is a description of that program prepared by
;.' T . 'RDr. Pretras. ' '
'i_-y S ) o L
C e ‘ The Houghton-Miffiin Reading Prog;om..‘ SRR
As ohi1dren.approacntne took of learning to read,'tne} have as. their

. mein cha]lenge “breaking” the code" 1n-reeding.'rth1s p%ooess has two (2) |
‘ "essential parts which are: (1) phonics (accurater assoc1at1ng letters with
- th2 sounds they synbolxze) and {2) comprehension (exeracting mezning from

| ‘what s read). ' e

', . Tne H ugh.on-hs..11n Progran provides these two parts. “he kinoergarten

through graoe s1x component of this basal reading series can be divided into,
. taree sactions: . e )
1. ' The pre-reading}seotion ca1ied "reading readiness,” §§6€idee
skills basic to beginning reading such as auditory and visual
discrimination'beﬁWeen sounds end 1ettere left to rﬁoht pro-
L _ g*essuon, beginning developmant of 1iseen1nq and’ oral skxl]s.
2. ne primary section (grades 1-3) emphasizes basic skills such
as hord.a tack, ltstenwno and specific conprenens1on exercises

cnildren need to master i7 they are to'learn to read.

)

The.intarmediate section (grades &-6) iessans the emphasis on

‘ . . .
word-attack skills and begins to'stres:\éomg;znensucn, YTucy,

and literary-acpreciaticn skiils. Children nzzd 20 m2ster

thesz so they can: (1 cope with extracting meaning From

. o (viii)
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¢ TRAGING WETETIA) independantly; (2) study informative materia) = -

effectivnly. (3) use: roferen;e aids efficiently, and (49 read
for diffarent purposes. - .- L T
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3.

4.

5.

}4£”“ . (ix)

The Houghton-Miff1in Reading Maﬁogement system 13 |
also being implemented at King Elementary School to’
comp1ement the basal program. Tbis system of develop-

menta1 reading skills and periodic progress tests

 provides careful monitoring of eeoh child's reading

skil1 (development. The system supplements and
corroborates the teacher's professional 1nsights as .
he/she works with each child N
Language-experience acoivities are used as a supple-
ment and complement to the basal program'as aopropr1ate.
Many such 1anguage-exper1ence activities are already
described in the Houghton-MiTF1in manual. Such expe-

riences are particularly beneficial to b1ack English

“speaking students who are having code-sw.tchlng,oiffi-

culties.

Additional reading materials are provided in ezch

classroom to supplement the basai.reading'program?,,‘ ‘

L)

Particular attention is given to materials which pro-
vide additional practics 4n -hearing soynd-symboi
relationships (phonics).
The library is constant%&%gsed'to provides a rich
Lo ey .
/Qouo=n- sooks for sGstained sitent rszcin
g Lo T L
: vl - ’
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We are of the opinion thot this opproooh to reading 1nstruc- |

tion is reesonoble and rationel 1n 1ight of know\edge on the

subject. In that regard, two vory recent reports corroborate |

our V'l ews:

. Kean, Michael H., et al. What Works in Readin : The Results

¢

, Of a Joint School Di%%¥rict/Te eral xeserve Bank Emoirica

" Study in PhiTadel hia.  OFfice of Research and Evaluation,
FETTeaelﬁﬁia FuEiEc Schools, May, 1979.

Hoover, Mer} Rhodes. "Characteristics of .Black Schools at Grade

Level: A Description., The Reading Teacher. Vol. 31, Ne. 7, _

April, 1978.

Implementation Details

A. Txmeline

1.

It is expected that the entire program can be completed in

one school year (1979-80).

Componeof No. 1: Motivation and Instruction will run fron .

-about October 15, 1979 to no later thon farch 15, 1980

Component No. 2: Re1n.orcenent and Implemenoaexon w111 run

Trom about December 1, 1979, to June 15, 1980. "

B. Resources and Materials

1.

(93]

f $-9
*

Each inservice participant will receive individual copies

o7 selected materials to be studied closely in the workshops.

A modest professional library of carefully selected books

- and erticles will be available from the King Elementary

School media center.

L Prebered capes of black English and contrasting standard

' english language semples will be available in the King

Schaol medne cen:er.

-t

A full-time Language Arts Consultans wilj de 2ssiznad o

- -~ .,

King Z1amentary Sc 001 7Pr the 1979-80 school yzir, This

R A
.
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represents an-expansion of .5 full-time staff equivalent -

over what is normally available ctlxingn=lementary School..

. At least 40 hoyrs of cx;orqal expart consultant time in

both 1inguistics and reading Wil be contracted.

Fifteen percent of Or. . Pietras'stime and five percent of

(4

Or. Hansen's and Dr. Cranmore's time will be dedicated to

- the project.

A professional inservice stipend. will be provided to each
tzacher to compensate for time spent in the program beyond

the contractual day.

Supervision and' Management

1.

The project will be supervisad 5y a management team con-
sisting of the following peop]e:

== Or. Lee H. Hansen, Associate Superintsndent for Curric-

P ] - . / / . |
ulum and Instruction (Team Leader) (See resume in Appen-

dix 8.)

-- Dr. Robert Potts, Assistan: Superintendent For Human
Relations and Community Services (See résumé in Appendix
B.)

-- Mrs. Rachel Schreiber, Principal, King Elenentary School

-- Or. Marion Cranmore, Director of clementary Sducation

4
-- or

o3
o
]
N7
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ot
®
ot

-- King giementary School Ann Ardor Zducation Asssciation

[ . ,
ras, Director of Language 4rts {Sss resume

]
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-- King Elementary School Language Arts Consultant

== Citizen-at-large: Or. Percy Bates, Associate Dean,

School of Education, The University of Michigan
This team will meet at least once every three weeks to

monitor progress, to solve problems, and to plan the -

details of . future activities.

3()
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